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The second experiment was rendered particularly un-
fortunate by the character of Theophylactus who was an
unworthy bishop, passionately interested in stables and
horse-racing. Men grew' accustomed to think that in all
questions falling within his sphere, and above all whenever
any moral issue was at stake, the Patriarch had undisputed
rights even as against his master, the Emperor. Later Poly-
euctus resumed this noble role of ecclesiastical censor when
he forced John Tzimisces to repudiate the adulterous and
criminal Theophano.
Under Sergius II, the great-nephew of Photius (beginning
of the tenth century), the two great parties which we have
seen at feud with each other since the end of the eighth
century were finally reconciled. In the course of the years
each had had its truth, and each its own greatness. They had
had in turn, or even simultaneously, their raison d'etre, their
popularity. Each in its own way could justly claim to have
incarnated the many-sided soul of Byzantium. And it
was but logical that Byzantium should have adopted and
canonized their leaders even while it opposed them. Who-
ever should speak ill of their combative Patriarchs—above
all of Photius and Ignatius—was anathematized: Photius
and Ignatius were at one in death and sanctity. When the
final breach with Rome comes in 1054 it will find the
Byzantine Church united: that breach is not caused by
internal discords within Byzantium itself—the defeated
party appealing to the arbitrament of Rome—as it had been
previously in the Acacian and Nicolaite schisms. On the
contrary, the energy of a Nicholas or a Polyeuctus doubtless
inspired the action of the Patriarch Arsen Autorianus under
Michael Paleologus when to the glorious founder of the last
Byzantine dynasty, despite his reconquest of Constantinople
from the Latins (12 61), he refused pardon for having blinded
the luckless Emperor John, the last of the Lascarids. Arsen
was deposed, but the Arseniates, like the Ignatians of an
earlier day, refused to recognize the new Patriarch and
pronounced his ordinations invalid and sacrilegious. They
became a fanatical and revolutionary sect, a kind of little
Church avoiding all contact alike with the clergy and the
laymen of the official Church. Like the Ignatians again they
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